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ADDENDUM NO. 1
TO THE ADOPTED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR THE
SOUTH SHAFTER SEWER, TRUNK LINE SEWER
& LIFT STATION PROJECT
(SCH#2007101148)

l. PROJECT INFORMATION
i) Project Title: South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line Sewer & Lift Station Project

ii) Lead Agency Name Kern County Public Works Department (Department)
and Address: 2700 M Street, Suite 400
Bakersfield, CA 93301

iii) Contact: Shawn Beyeler, Supervising Planner
Phone / E-Mail: (661) 862-8614 / BeyelerS@kerncounty.com

iv)  Project Location:  Original location: Road rights-of-way (ROW) and water line easements
in the unincorporated community of South Shafter along Shafter
Avenue, Poplar Avenue, Beech Avenue, Myrick Lane, Riverside Street,
Orange Street, and Burbank Street, within Sections 16, 17, 29, 21, 22,
26 and 27 of Township 28 South, Range 25 East, Mount Diablo Base
and Meridian, County of Kern, Sate of California, and the Rio Bravo
U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 (minute) topographical quadrangle. The
project is located 0.25 miles south of the City of Shafter’s incorporated
boundary. Figure 1 is the vicinity map for the project area; Figure 2 the
project area location; Figure 3 is an aerial photo of the project area
location; and Figure 4 shows the relationship of the project area location
relative to the City of Shafter.

[I. ORIGINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. Introduction

This document is prepared as an Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND)
adopted by Kern County Board of Supervisors (Board) in November 2016 (SCH No.
2007101148). In 2016, the Department prepared an Initial Study the resulted in the County
adopting a MND. This document evaluated the proposed wastewater collection system described
in text below and shown on Figures 1-4. The Kern County Board approved the original Project
as outlined in the following project description. A copy of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) is provided as Appendix 1 of this document.

The Kern County Public Works Department (County) proposed to construct approximately 34,500
linear feet of sewer trunk line (consisting of 4-, 8- and 12-inch polyvinyl chloride [PVC] pipes) with
associated manholes for access within existing road rights-of-way (ROW) and water line
easements. Where possible the sewer lines and manholes will be located in the road shoulders,
but due to some existing utilities within the ROW, some lines may be placed under the paved road
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surface. However, this document analyzes impacts based upon the assumption that all lines and
manholes will be installed with the disturbed road shoulders. These sewer lines will connect to
the Shafter/North of the River Wastewater Treatment Facilities (S/INOR WWTF), located
approximately 4 miles southwest of the project sites, at the northeast corner of 7th Standard Road
and Palm Avenue, 5 1/2 miles west of Highway 43 (Enos Lane). The SINOR WWTF has the ability
and capacity to handle the increased wastewater generated by the project. Up to five sewer lift
stations to serve the lines will be installed on vacant lots outside of the ROW. Three lift stations
operating in series are included; one at Southwest Shafter; one near Thomas Lane; and one at
Smith Corner. Two independent lift stations connecting to the lift station at Smith Corner are also
included; one at Smith Corner and one at Burbank Street. Refer to Figures 2 and 3 which show
the location of these proposed facilities.

System requirements call for an average daily flow of 124,080 gallons per day (gpd), with a peak
flow of 223,344 gpd. After construction of the force main system, all aboveground facilities and
disturbances will be restored to their previously existing condition or better. The system will be
sized to provide sewer service to 386 residential units, 66 of which are vacant, and 10 which are
nonresidential units. The identified units may then connect to the newly installed sewer systems
and the individual septic systems abandoned. The system is being proposed to remedy a high
rate of septic system failures and to prevent potential degradation of groundwater in the above-
mentioned communities. The project is proposed for funding by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture Rural Utilities Service Financing Program and other sources. United States
Department of Housing and Community Development Block Grants Funds may also be provided
for the project. The formation of an assessment district and County Service Area Zone of Benefit
will also be required.

The focus of this Addendum consists of comparing the original project to a modified project that
reflects modifications to design elements and change in management structure that has evolved
since the original approval in November 2016. Several major changes in the original project are
being considered by the County, City and State Water Resources Control Board.

e First, some of the sewer pipeline alignments have been shifted to different road alignments
after consultation with the City of Shafter’s Public Works Department;

e second, instead of creating a new County Service Area Zone to oversee the wastewater
collection system in the future, the City of Shafter has indicated that it proposes to assume
responsibility for the collection system, with approval from the Kern County Local Agency
Formation Commission of an out-of-area service contract;

e third, as part of the project, the individual laterals to existing parcels will be installed to
replace existing subsurface septic tanks;

e fourth, instead of five lift stations only two lift stations will be installed;
fifth, instead of 386 residential parcel connections, the number of residential lots served
will be 398, with the non-residential connections remaining at ten (10, total 408 parcel
connections to the proposed sewer system);

o sixth, potential daily flows will be increased to an average of 152,601 gpd and a peak daily
flow of 223,344 gpd; and

e seventh, the original total length of pipeline proposed for South Shafter was estimated at
34,500 linear feet, proposed pipeline under the modified project is estimated to be about
16,500 linear feet with the same pipeline sizes.

Figure 5a&b shows the proposed location of the new sewer pipeline alignments to serve the
project area which encompasses about 182.7 acres. The new and upsized pipelines will range
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from 8-12 inches in size (gravity flow) and a 4-inch force main and the total linear feet of pipeline
in the modified project is estimated to be approximately 16,500 linear feet. After considering the
available options for complying with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regarding
these project modifications, which are considered minor, and after conferring with the State Water
Resources Control Board Staff, the County concluded that compiling an Addendum to the adopted
2016 MND would be the most appropriate way to comply with CEQA for the proposed project
modifications. This approach justified the preparation of this Addendum to comply with CEQA for
the proposed new pipeline alignments shown on Figure 5a&b. No other changes to the project
evaluated in the 2016 MND are envisioned at this time under this Addendum.

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and State and local CEQA Guidelines, Kern County will serve
as the Lead Agency for the proposed project installation and integration of the sewer collection
system into the City’s existing system. Kern County is the Lead Agency because it is the local
public agency that compiled and reviewed the original IS/MND for this community (South Shafter)
wastewater collection system. As part of its decision-making process, the County is required to
review and consider all potential environmental effects that could result from modifying the original
project. Kern County has compiled this Addendum as the basis for making a new CEQA
environmental determination for the modifications to the originally approved project.

B. Background

Pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, this Addendum has been prepared in order
to determine whether the modified wastewater collection project will have different or greater
impacts from being installed and operated or would result in any other conditions that would
require a subsequent environmental document to be prepared because of changes in
circumstances or new or additional adverse environmental impacts. This Addendum also reviews
any new information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted in 2016. This
examination includes an analysis in accordance with the provisions of Sections 15164 and 15162
of the State CEQA Guidelines, which outline the criteria and procedures for preparing an
Addendum and conducting a second-tier environmental evaluation based on a previous
environmental document, in this case the 2016 MND.

Also pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the County’s environmental review of
the proposed project modifications is limited to examining the environmental effects associated
with the physical changes in the environment from implementing the modified project in
comparison to the approved project. This narrow focus is due to the fact that the previously
adopted MND has already addressed all of the environmental impacts of implementing the South
Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project original improvements. As permitted by CEQA
Section 15150 of the State CEQA Guidelines the 2016 MND, SCH No. 20007101148, are hereby
incorporated by reference as part of the Addendum evaluation. A copy of this document is
available to review as Appendix 1 of this document.

. CEQA REQUIREMENTS FOR AN ADDENDUM
This Addendum No. 1 has been prepared in accordance with the current CEQA Statutes (2019)

and Guidelines for implementing CEQA. CEQA Section 15164 includes the following procedures
for the preparation and use of an Addendum:
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(b) An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical
changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162
calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.

(c) An addendum need not be circulated for public review, but can be included in or attached
to the Final EIR or adopted negative declaration.

(d) The decision-making body shall consider the addendum with the Final EIR or adopted
negative declaration prior to making a decision on the project.

(e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section
15162 should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's required findings on
the project, or elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial
evidence.

If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available after
certification of an EIR or MND, the Lead Agency may: (1) prepare a subsequent EIR if the criteria
of State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a) are met, (2) prepare a subsequent negative
declaration, (3) prepare an addendum, or (4) prepare no further documentation. (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162(b)) When only minor technical changes or additions to the approved
Negative Declaration are necessary and none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling
for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred, CEQA allows the
lead agency to prepare and adopt an addendum. (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15164(b))

Under Section 15162, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration is required only when:

(1)

(2)

3)

Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the negative declaration due to the
involvement of any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects; or

New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the negative declaration was
adopted, shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
negative declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous EIR,;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or
alternative; or
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(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure
or alternative.

Based on a review of the general data compiled to consider the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line
& Lift Station Project installation, the County finds that an Addendum is the appropriate
environmental determination to address this project modifications consistent with the previously
adopted MND.

IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED MODIFICATION

As previously indicated, the County prepared a comprehensive review of the South Shafter
Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project using an IS/MND that was adopted by the Board of
Supervisors along with technical studies to substantiate findings for site specific environmental
issues, such as air quality, biology, cultural resources (refer Appendix 1). The County Staff
considered the options for CEQA compliance with this second-tier CEQA decision under the
adopted IS/MND. Based on the scope of the proposed project modifications (refer to page 2 of
this document), a decision was made to prepare an Addendum for the project modifications. After
considering the available compliance alternatives, a decision was made by the Staff to
recommend that the Board of Supervisors consider Addendum No. 1 to the adopted IS/MND as
the appropriate CEQA environmental determination for the modified project.

Based on the status of information available for this second-tier evaluation, an Addendum,
supported by the adopted IS/MND provided in Appendix 1, was concluded to provide the
appropriate level of evaluation of the modified project for compliance with CEQA. Thus, the
purpose of this Addendum is to assess the related potential environmental impacts that would
result from implementing the modified project, in comparison to the impact forecast contained in
the IS/IMND. The following evaluation provides an analysis of potential environmental impacts in
relation to the facts and findings contained in the IS/MND incorporated by reference in this
document. The following conclusions were developed regarding potential impacts from approval
and implementation of the modified project.

Note that a review of changes in environmental circumstances over the past few years since the
ISIMND was adopted (2016) indicates that the no major changes have occurred for any
environmental issue in the intervening two years and no modifications have been made to the
project area since 2016. No changes in general land use have occurred in the vicinity of the
project site. Ambient air quality is slightly better now than in the 2016 timeframe due to fewer
vehicle miles traveled and better controlled mobile and stationary source emissions. Also, overall
demand for public services and utilities has generally not grown substantially since the IS/IMND
was prepared as the population of area has also not increased substantially since 2016.

Biological/Cultural Resources

a) POTENTIAL TO DEGRADE: Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?
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Less than Significant Impact/No Changes or No New Information Requiring Preparation of an
additional environmental document. The biology findings of the 2016 EIR concluded that
implementation of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project would not result in
any significant biology impacts. The original biology analysis in the IS/MND is provided on pages
16 through 22 and in a biology report, Biological Assessment for South Shafter Sewer Project,
Shafter Avenue, poplar Avenue, Beech Avenue, Myrick Lane, Riverside Street, Orange Street,
and Burbank Street, Kern County, California; SWCA Environmental Consultants, February 2016.
The detailed biology resource study was made available to interested parties by the County in
conjunction with the IS/IMND. The biological resources evaluation was comprehensive and
identified nine mitigation measures needed to reduce potential adverse impacts to a less than
significant level. An updated biology evaluation of the modified project site was completed within
the past year and no new adverse impacts or mitigation measures were identified for the current
pipeline alignments. Refer to Appendix 2 of this document. Thus, for this project modification the
new biological resources evaluation is considered sufficient evaluation to comply with the CEQA
for biological resource issues.

In conclusion, relative to the biological resource impacts forecast in the 2016 IS/IMND for the
approved project, no significant adverse change or effect is forecast to occur in approving and
implementing the modified project. All original mitigation measures must be implemented to
ensure biological resource impacts remain a less than significant impact.

The 2016 IS/MND examined cultural resources on pages 23 and 24. A cultural resources study,
Archaeological Survey Report for South Sewer Project, Kern County Public Works Department,
Compass Rose Archaeological, Inc., December 2015, was made available to interested parties
upon request. The evaluation identified potential adverse effects on cultural resources but also
identified one mitigation measure capable of reducing potential impacts to a less than significant
impact level. An updated cultural resources evaluation of the modified project area was
completed within the past year and no new adverse impacts or mitigation measures were
identified. Refer to Appendix 3 of this document. Thus, for the proposed project modifications
the new cultural resources evaluation is considered sufficient evaluation to comply with the CEQA
for cultural resource issues. The single mitigation measure must be implemented for the project
to ensure that cultural resource impacts remain a less than significant impact.

In conclusion, relative to the cultural impacts forecast in the 2016 IS/MND for the approved project,
no significant adverse change or effect is forecast to occur in approving and implementing the
modified project.

b) CUMULATIVE IMPACTS: Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when reviewed in connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future project.)

Less than Significant Impact/No Changes or No New Information Requiring Preparation of an
EIR. Those Project-related environmental resources or issues subject to cumulative effects
include the following: aesthetics, agricultural resources, air quality, energy, hazards, hydro-
logy/water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, noise, public services/recreation,
transportation/traffic, utilities/service systems, and wildfire. Energy and wildfire issues were not
addressed in the 2016 IS/MND because they were just added to the standard Initial Study
Environmental Checklist Form in the 2019 State CEQA Guidelines published by the Office of
Planning and Research’s State Clearinghouse. The 2016 IS/MND concluded that all of the above
environmental issues would not experience any significant Project specific or cumulatively
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considerable adverse environmental impact, in many cases with the implementation of identified
mitigation measures. Based on the analyses in support of this Addendum, implementation of the
modified Project will not result in cumulative impacts any greater than that identified in the 2016
IS/MND). Substantiation for this conclusion is provided in the following text.

Aesthetics: The 2016 IS/IMND analyzes the general aesthetic impacts of the South Shafter
Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on pages 6 and 7. The ISMND concluded that aesthetics
impacts would be less than significant because sewer lines will be installed below ground and the
lift stations will be low profile facilities that will not block views nor be located on sites with
important visual qualities. No mitigation was required. The modified project has fewer linear feet
of pipeline and only two, instead of five lift stations. No major changes in the circumstances
regarding aesthetic resources have occurred within the modified Project area of potential impact
since the original IS/MND was adopted. Installation of the modified project to collect wastewater
is not forecast to cause any new adverse impacts that will require mitigation or be significantly
adverse.

Agricultural and Forest Resources: The 2016 IS/IMND analyzes the agricultural and forestry
impacts of the WWTP Improvement Project in the Initial Study (IS) and concluded no impacts
would occur from implementing the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project. The
IS/IMND concluded that impacts to agricultural and forestry resources would be less than
significant as a result of Project implementation without implementation of any mitigation
measures. The proposed modified Project will be implemented on the property (alignments)
where no agricultural or timber resources exist. Therefore, implementation of this modified project
has no potential to change the findings in the IS/MND. No changes in the circumstances
regarding agricultural or forestry resources have occurred within the modified project area of
potential impact since the original IS/MND was certified.

Air Quality: Due to the recent recession and increasing controls over emissions within the air
basin, ambient air quality has not deteriorated, and in most cases has slightly improved, since the
original ISIMND was certified. The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the air quality impacts of the South
Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on pages 10 through 15. Construction impacts
from project implementation would be short-term and would not obstruct the long-term planning
goals of the applicable air quality plan. Construction would require the use of heavy equipment
that would produce combustive and fugitive dust emissions. Construction activities associated
with the project would generate less than significant air pollutant emissions (refer to Table B in
the IS/IMND). The project will have approximately 50% less pipeline to install. Thus, emissions
from pipeline installation will have a comparable reduction in emissions. New calculations for the
installation of the sewer laterals are provided in Appendix 4 of this document. The emissions are
minimal, even assuming that ten laterals will be installed each day for 41 working days. Due to
the already existing low construction emissions, the addition of this additional area of disturbance
is not forecast to cause daily emissions or annual emissions to exceed regional thresholds. A de
minimis finding is appropriate for the modified project. From an operational standpoint, there will
be two lift stations instead of five. Thus, overall energy consumption and emissions will be
reduced under the modified project. The project modifications will not substantially increase
operational emissions. Therefore, implementation of this modified project has no potential to
substantially change the findings in the adopted IS/MND. The three mitigation measures in the
original IS/MND will still need to be implemented.

Energy: Energy impacts were not evaluated in the original IS/MND. However, the original project

envisioned about 34,500 linear feet of pipeline and five pump stations. The modified project
envisions about 16,000 linear feet of pipeline, two lift stations and 408 sewer laterals. The latter

Page 7



pipelines can be installed using a single backhoe, compactor and concrete saw. Overall
construction energy will be reduced and operational energy will be reduced relative to the original
project. Energy impacts will be less than significant for this infrastructure project based on the
minimal air emissions generated by the modified project.

GHG: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential GHG impacts of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk
Line & Lift Station Project pages 28 through 31. As summarized under the air quality discussion,
total modified project emissions will be substantially reduced relative to the original project due to
fewer linear feet of pipeline and three fewer lift stations. GHG emissions were not found to be
significant under the original project and the modified project emissions will be less, resulting in a
less than significant GHG impact.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential hazards and
hazardous material impacts of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on pages
32 through 35. The analysis concluded no impacts would occur from implementing this project.
The IS concluded that impacts to hazards and hazardous materials would be less than significant
as a result of project implementation with implementation of two mitigation measures. The
proposed modified project will be implemented in the same project area and will not require the
greater use of hazardous materials, nor will it be exposed to hazards. Therefore, implementation
of this modified project has no potential to change the findings in the IS/MND. Thus, no additional
significant adverse direct or cumulative hazards or hazardous materials effects will result from
implementing the proposed Project. No changes in the circumstances regarding hazards or
hazardous materials issues have occurred within the Project area of potential impact since the
original IS/MND.

Hydrology/Water Quality: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential hydrology/water quality
impacts of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on pages36 through 38.
The IS/IMND evaluates groundwater impacts of the proposed project and identifies one mitigation
measure to control hydrology and water quality impacts to a less than significant impact level.
The modified project will alter several aspects of the original Project, most of which will reduce
overall hydrology and water quality impacts. The one mitigation measure will still need to be
implemented. The proposed modified project can be implemented without new or additional
hydrology or water quality adverse impacts, with implementation of the mitigation measure
included in the 2016 IS/MND. Otherwise, no changes in the circumstances regarding hydrology
and water quality issues have occurred within the modified Project area of potential impact since
the original IS/MND was adopted.

Land Use and Planning: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential land use and planning impacts
of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on page 39. The IS/MND concluded
that no impacts would occur to land use and planning issues as no land uses will change as a
result of implementing the original project. No mitigation measures were required. No new
significant adverse land use impacts will result from implementing the modified project and no
cumulative changes in land use or effects on planned land uses will result from implementing the
modified project. No changes in the circumstances regarding land use and planning issues have
occurred within the modified project area of potential impact since the original IS/MND was
adopted.

Mineral Resources: The 2016 IS/IMND analyzes the potential mineral resource impacts of the
South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on pages 40 and 41 of the Initial Study.
Because no significant mineral resources were identified within the original project footprint, this
issue was found not to have a significant impact. Because closed oil wells are known in the area,
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mitigation measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2 must be implemented by the original and modified
projects. No changes in the circumstances regarding mineral resource issues have occurred
within the modified project area of potential impact since the original ISSMND was certified.

Noise: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential noise impacts of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk
Line & Lift Station Project on pages 42 through 45. The IS/MND concluded that all noise impacts
would be less than significant without any mitigation. Construction noise will be generated by the
modified project comparable with the original project, but all construction activities will occur
during daylight hours. Three fewer lift stations will be installed and overall noise of modified
project operations will be less over the long term. The circumstances regarding noise levels in
the general area have not changed, thus, the modified project has no potential to alter the
cumulatively considerable noise effects from construction noise levels.

Population and Housing: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential population and housing
impacts of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on page 46. The IS/MND
concluded that all population and housing impacts would be less than significant as a result of
Project implementation. The modified project does not alter this finding, except to increase the
total parcels served from 386 to 408. The modified project would not alter any population directly.
No substantial changes in the regional population have occurred since the original ISSMND was
adopted and no changes have occurred within the modified Project area of potential impact.
Therefore, the modified Project’s impact is not forecast to cause a cumulatively considerable
population and housing impact.

Public Services/Recreation: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential public service and
recreation impacts on pages 47 and 48. The IS/IMND concluded that all public service and
recreation impacts would be less than significant as a result of project implementation. No new
cumulative considerable or significant demand for public services is forecast to result from
implementing proposed modified Project.

Transportation/Traffic: The 2016 EIR analyzes the potential transportation/traffic impacts of the
South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project WWTP Project on pages 49 and 50. The
ISIMND concluded that all transportation/traffic impacts would be less than significant with
implementation of two mitigation measures, AQ-2 and AQ-3 that will reduce construction traffic
congestion during construction. The proposed modified Project would have a less substantial
effect on the local area circulation system during construction and future operations based on the
reduction in pipeline and lift stations to be installed. The modified project traffic impacts would be
comparable to those forecast in the 2016 IS/MND. The circumstances have not changed since
the original IS/MND was adopted. No new cumulative significant adverse impacts would result
from implementing the modified project.

Utilities/Service Systems: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential utilities/service system
impacts of the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project WWTP Project on pages 51
and 52. The IS/MND concluded that all utilities/service system impacts would be less than
significant as a result of Project implementation. One mitigation measure was required, HYD-1.
The proposed modified project can be implemented without any adverse impacts to existing
utilities or service systems. No other known changes have occurred since the ISIMND was
certified that would affect the modified project. Thus, no new cumulative considerable or
significant demand for utilities and service systems is forecast to result from implementing
modified project.
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Based on the above analysis, the implementation of the proposed modified project can proceed
under this Addendum level analysis. Implementing the proposed modified project will not result
in any new, unavoidable significant adverse direct or cumulative impacts. These issues have
been fully described in the previously adopted 2016 IS/MND, as modified in the preceding
analysis.

c) ADVERSE IMPACTS ON HUMANS: Does the project have environmental effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than Significant Impact/No Changes or No New Information Requiring Preparation of an
EIR. Those project-related environmental resources or issues that pose a potential to have direct
or indirect adverse effects on human beings include the following: aesthetics, air quality, geology
and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology/water quality, noise, and wildfire. The
2016 IS/MND concluded that most of the above environmental issues would experience less than
significant project specific or cumulative adverse environmental impact, often with the
implementation of identified mitigation measures. Based on the analyses in support of this
Addendum, implementation of the modified project relative to the project defined in the 2016
IS/IMND will not result in substantial direct or indirect effects on humans greater than that identified
in the ISIMND. Substantiation for these findings is provided in the following text.

Aesthetics: Please refer to the evaluation under cumulative impacts, issue “b)” above. The
IS/IMND concluded that aesthetics impacts would be less than significant for the original project.
The IS/MND concluded that no aesthetic mitigation will be necessary for the original project. No
major changes in the circumstances regarding aesthetic resources have occurred within the
modified project area of potential impact since the original IS'IMND was adopted. Installation of
the pipelines and two lift stations to support the South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station
Project is not forecast to cause any new adverse impacts that will require mitigation or be
significantly adverse.

Air Quality: Please refer to the Air Quality under cumulative impacts, issue “b” above. An
evaluation of local air quality effects in the 2016 IS/MND, such as fugitive dust, indicated that no
potentially significant local public health impacts would be caused by implementing the original
project. Construction impacts from project implementation would be short-term and would not
obstruct the long-term planning goals of the applicable air quality plan. Construction would require
the use of heavy equipment that would produce combustive and fugitive dust emissions.
Construction activities associated with the project would generate less than significant air pollutant
emissions. The modified project reduces pipeline installation and the total number of lift stations.
The addition of the sewer laterals will not raise modified project emissions to greater than the
original project. Due to the already existing low construction emissions, the addition of this small
area of disturbance is not forecast to cause daily air pollutant emissions to exceed regional
thresholds. From an operational standpoint, the fewer lift stations in operation will reduce overall
energy demand of the modified project. Therefore, implementation of this modified project has
no potential to substantially change the findings in the adopted IS/MND.

Geology and Soil: The 2016 IS/MND analyzes the potential geology and soil impacts of the South
Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line & Lift Station Project on pages 25 through 27. The IS/MND concluded
that all geology and soil impacts would be less than significant as a result of project
implementation. The general project area is subject to ground shaking hazards and the modified
project will be exposed to limited seismic groundshaking and potential for erosion. Mitigation
measure was required for potential erosion hazards. The modified project facilities will not expose
humans to greater seismic hazards. Thus, implementation of the modified project will not cause
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significant geology or soil impacts and it will also not expose humans to significant geology or soll
constraints.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Please refer to the hazards and hazardous materials
discussion presented under issue “b” above. All hazards or use of hazardous materials
associated with the project site were evaluated in the IS/MND and no potential for significant
impact under this issue was identified. The modified project does not increase this potential as it
does not include any new hazards associated with its installation or operations. Thus,
implementation of the modified project will not cause significant new hazards or exposure to
hazardous materials and it will also not expose humans to new significant hazards and hazardous
materials.

Hydrology and Water Quality: Please refer to the hydrology and water quality discussion
presented under issue “b” above. An evaluation of local hydrology and water quality effects in
the 2016 IS/MND indicated that no significant public hazard impact would be caused by
implementing the original project. The proposed modified project area will not be exposed to flood
hazards, nor will it expose other humans or structures to greater flood hazards. The modified
project will alter only several aspects of the original project, but the modified project can be
implemented without new or additional hydrology or water quality adverse impacts, with
implementation of the mitigation measure included in the 2016 IS/MND. Otherwise, no changes
in the circumstances regarding hydrology and water quality issues have occurred within the
modified project area of potential impact since the original IS/MND was certified.

Noise: Please refer to the noise discussion presented under issue “b” above. An evaluation of
on- and off-site noise effects in the 2016 IS/MND during construction and operation indicated that
the project will not be exposed to or cause significant adverse noise levels. Limited construction
noise will be generated by the modified project, including the use of some heavy equipment to
create the solar facility adjacent to the existing treatment site. All of the modified project
construction noise can be controlled to a less than significant due to distance to sensitive noise
receptors and observance of the daytime construction activity limitations. The circumstances
regarding noise levels in the general area have not changed, thus, the modified project has no
potential to alter the noise effects from construction activities.

Wildfire: This issue was not evaluated in the 2016 IS/MND because it was not part of the standard
Initial Study Environmental Checklist Form. As noted under issue “b)” above, none of the project
area is exposed to wildfire hazards. Thus, neither the original project nor the modified project has
any potential to experience or cause a wildfire.

Based on the above analysis, the implementation of the proposed modified project will not
increase direct or indirect impacts on humans to a significant level. The modified project results
in comparable impacts to humans, which is consistent with the findings in the 2016 IS/MND.

V. CONCLUSION

The earlier analyses presented in the 2016 IS/MND were used as a basis for analysis in this
Addendum, updated with current information from sources cited, referenced and attached. Upon
review of the IS/MND, the information contained in this Addendum and all of the supporting
evidence, it is the conclusion of Addendum No. 1 that the potential adverse environmental impacts
from implementing the modified project, as defined in Section Il of this document, will not be
significantly greater than that identified within the adopted IS/MND. There are no new significant
impacts that result from implementing the modified project, based on implementing the previous
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REFERENCES
Air Quality Summary assembled by Giroux & Associates dated June 21, 2019

Biological Resources Assessment for South Shafter Sewer, Trunk Line Sewer & Lift Station
Project prepared by Jericho Systems, Inc. dated May 5, 2019

Cultural Resources Study Update and Addendum for South Shafter Sewer Project prepared by
CRM TECH dated July 3, 2019

Mitigated Negative Declaration for South Shafter Sewer, Trunk line Sewer and Lift Station (SCH

No. 2007101148) prepared by Kern County Public Works Department dated September
2016
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Education
1988-1993
1987
1982
2000

1994

APPENDIX 2
PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/HISTORIAN
Bai “Tom” Tang, M. A.

Graduate Program in Public History/Historic Preservation, UC Riverside.
M.A., American History, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut.
B.A., History, Northwestern University, Xi’an, China.

“Introduction to Section 106 Review,” presented by the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation and the University of Nevada, Reno.

“Assessing the Significance of Historic Archaeological Sites,” presented by the
Historic Preservation Program, University of Nevada, Reno.

Professional Experience

2002-
1993-2002
1993-1997
1991-1993
1990
1990-1992
1988-1993
1985-1988
1985-1986
1982-1985

Principal Investigator, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California.

Project Historian/Architectural Historian, CRM TECH, Riverside, California.
Project Historian, Greenwood and Associates, Pacific Palisades, California.
Project Historian, Archaeological Research Unit, UC Riverside.

Intern Researcher, California State Office of Historic Preservation, Sacramento.
Teaching Assistant, History of Modern World, UC Riverside.

Research Assistant, American Social History, UC Riverside.

Research Assistant, Modern Chinese History, Yale University.

Teaching Assistant, Modern Chinese History, Yale University.

Lecturer, History, Xi’an Foreign Languages Institute, Xi’an, China.

Cultural Resources Management Reports

Preliminary Analyses and Recommendations Regarding California’s Cultural Resources Inventory
System (with Special Reference to Condition 14 of NPS 1990 Program Review Report). California
State Office of Historic Preservation working paper, Sacramento, September 1990.

Numerous cultural resources management reports with the Archaeological Research Unit,
Greenwood and Associates, and CRM TECH, since October 1991.
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San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (APCD)

Thresholds of Significance: Construction projects are considered to have an air quality impact if they
cause the following annual emissions to be exceeded (tons/year):

Cco - 100
NOx - 10
ROG - 10
SOx - 27
PM-10 - 15
PM-2.5 - 15

408 laterals x 75 feet x 4 feet = 2.8 acres disturbance
10 laterals per day

Modeled:
10 tractor/loader/backhoes per day
10 compactors per day
5 concrete saws per day
Tons/Yr co NOx ROG SOx PM-10 PM-2.5
Project 0.93 0.90 0.11 <0.01 0.07 0.06
Threshold 100 10 10 27 15 15
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